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REMARKS 

Claims 1-20 are pending in the present application. Claims 1, 4, 7, 9, 15, and 18 are 
independent. By this reply, claims 1, 4, 7, 9, 1, 15 and 18 have been amended. These 
modifications do not add new matter. 

Examiner Interview 

Applicant wishes to thank the Examiner for the courtesies extended to Applicant's 
representative during the interview conducted on July 18, 2008. During the interview, 
Applicant's representative discussed the distinctions, and the Examiner noted the distinguishing 
features in Applicant's invention. The Examiner acknowledged that the Television ID is not 
equivalent to the user code claimed in the present invention, and requested us to present 
arguments based on the claim amendments in the Amendment filed on December 18, 2007. In 
particular, the Examiner requested to present the features of the independent claims that a user 
code is inputted by the user and the user code is used by the user for user authentication in place 
of the user ID and the password. Then, the Examiner suggested amending the claims to further 
clarify what the user code contains, and further stated that the user code may be defined to 
contain numerals and/or characters. The claims have been amended in the manner discussed 
during the interview, and are believed to place the application into condition for allowance. 
Accordingly, reconsideration and allowance of the present application are respectfully requested. 

35 U.S.C. SS 102 & 103 Rejections 

Claims 1-3 and 15-20 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Iwafune ct al. Claims 4-8 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Iwafune et al. in view of Sakata, Claims 9-1 1 and 14 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Iwafune et al. in view of Sakata and Jung. These rejections 
are respectfully traversed. 
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It is respectfully requested that the Examiner consider the Amendments filed on February 
21, 2008 and December 1 8, 2007 and the arguments therein. 

Independent claim 1 recites that a user code is inputted by the user and the user code is 
used for user authentication in place of the user 10 and the password. Independent claims 4, 7, 9, 
15 and 1 8 include similar features in a varying scope. 

The Office Action states on page 3 and page 4 that the Television ID of Iwafune ct al. is 
equated to the claimed user code. However, Iwafune ct al. does not teach or suggest that the 
Television ID of is inputted by the user. Rather, the Television ID of Iwafune et al. is designated 
by the totalization processing application program 12 (col. 10, lines 34-40 of Iwafune et al.). 
Further, Iwafune et al. teaches that the Television ID is associated with the personal ID and the 
password, as shown in Fig. 27 of Iwafune et al. However, Fig. 27 of Iwafune ct al. only shows a 
data base containing passwords for specific personal ID, and nowhere in Iwafune et al. shows 
that the Television ID is used by the user tor user authentication in place of the personal ID and 
the password. Therefore, Iwafune et al. fails to teach or suggest that a user code is inputted by 
the user and the user code is used by the user for user authentication in place of the user ID and 
the password, as recited in independent claims 1, 4, 7, 9, 15 and 18, and the Television ID of 
Iwafune et al. cannot be equated to the user code of the present application. 

In addition, independent claims 1, 4, 7, 9, 15 and 18 has been amended to further recite 
that the user code contains one or more numerals and/or characters. It is respectfully submitted 
this amendment sufficiently clarifies the user code. 

Therefore, it is respectfully submitted that independent claims 1, 4, 7, 9, 15 and 18, and 
each of claims depending therefrom are allowable. 

Further, it is respectfully submitted the other 35 U-S.C. § 103(a) rejections on 
independent claims 4, 7, 9, 15 and 18 have also been overcome as the additional applied 
references also do not teach or suggest the features recited in the independent claims. 
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Conclusion 



All of the stated grounds of rejection have been, properly traversed, accommodated, or 
rendered moot. Applicant therefore respectfully requests that the Examiner reconsider all presently 
outstanding rejections and that they be withdrawn. It is believed that a full and complete response 
has been made to the outstanding Office Action, and as such, the present application is in condition 
for allowance. 

If the Examiner believes, for any reason, that personal communication will expedite 
prosecution of this application, the Examiner is invited to telephone Jun S. Ha, Registration No. 
58,508, at (703) 205-8000, in the Washington, D.C. area. 

Prompt and favorable consideration of this Amendment is respectfully requested. 

If necessary, the Commissioner is hereby authorized in this, concurrent, and future replies, 
to charge payment or credit any overpayment to Deposit Account No. 02-2448 for any additional 
fees required under 37 C.F.R. §§ 1 .16 or 1.17; particularly, extension of time fees. 

Dated: August 2 1 , 2008 Respectfully submitted, 




Registration No.: 40,953 
BIRCH, STEWART, KOLASCH & BIRCH, LLP 
81 10 Gatehouse Road 
Suite 100 East 
P.O. Box 747 

Falls Church, Virginia 22040-0747 
(703) 205-8000 
Attorney for Applicant 
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